Approved For Release 2000/0&14A THR‘RD

JUL 2 4 1863

MNEW YORK
i’AILY NEWS

| S AR
By MICHAEL O’NEIJLL ’ ]
Washington, July 23——Secretamf of S_tate Rusk’s tl”lp
to the Senate Foreign Relations Lommlttee’ late toc_idy
marked the formal start of President Kennedy’s campa.lg.nl
1o win Senate support for a partial atomic test-ban dea
with Russia.
' however, Administration leutenants havtzl he”en
o-reagi?:aéh};’ ways for ‘weeks. Highly placed informed S(vl'uusinf;iz
“the President is now convinced that he not only can win Senat
‘ ratification but win in a big way.
i One of the reasons for the
- confidence, it was reported, is
: that some powerful Republlcan‘
‘leaders have privately indicated
i that they will go to bat for a
simple test-ban agreement, if
" necessary, to swing the needed
{ two-thirds vote. . i
: Former President Eisen-.
Hmwer, for example, _relayed his .
i commitment some time ago to
| disarmament director William C
| Jooster. He told Foster that if
| the Administration ever needed,
| his help on the_testing issue, he/
’Iwould supply it. Officials paid
i
|
|
i

privately that Ike is prepared, _ .
if he has to, to lay his eon=
siderable prestige on the line
ipublicly in Senate hearings on
“the issue. '
: Although some people have
Capparently forgotten the fact,
"the idea of a partial test ban
“was iirst proposed by lke in a
"lotter to Premier Khrushehev in
April, 1959. "And* he had the
Support of the late John Foster
Dulles, who still was Secresary Leath
of Stz ) h ailing and near death. i .
! h}z:ﬁee?i],ml(l?:agfelt sog strongly ab%uth th;a tnecesslltye:})f As;;}n;:i(;x;
braking the atomic arms race thg e later order g
t,esiinggha]ted without any k_ir_!(L of & deal with '_Russ1a. An(}ll, e:tejl;l
ithough . this one-way,morat(én?m w;mtt Z(;\:ll', friends say he &
frels s bout the need for a tes . .
‘{e“l‘:gorlﬁlv{rre:er, is_not_the only important R_epubhcanfwho‘)?
Administration strategists say they can cal_l .on In case ODnﬁt‘(,
or even mayhewjthout need. Another is said to be :Mlend uqtl_s],]
chief of the%l’&}{undér Tke “and for a fime 'lupé{g Kenne y]:1 St
another name “jotted down on some Admlnlstyatl?n ]_1sts 11860 em.(yi'
(iabot Lodge, GOP Vice Presidential c¢andidate in V_9 me
Kennedy’s recent choice to be Vambassador to South Viet Nam.

Dangers Make Ban a Bipartisan Issue

r i ' 11 of lke’s

As the U. S. ambassador to the UN during nearly a
:xdminibstration, Lodge repeatedly cited the merits Q;ﬁ a test ban. }ie
argued that even an uninspected ban on atmgspheric blasts only

. Willian* C. Foster
Has 1ke’s pledge to help

would be an 4mportant first step toward wider"."‘ag;‘eements and

“;mmediately veduce the fears of fallout.”

The key faet about the looming debate over a test< ban, t%en,]:]s
that it is essentially a bipartisan issue. Two Pl‘es]dent.s—‘(.)'ne ! efplth-
Lo and one Democratic—have gazed down the\ long ('.01'11(101 0 ! e
Jdoniie arms competition and recoiled from the Qangels it pofses‘ or
Jie human race. Their advisers—Secretaries of State and Defense-—

tizve himd the same reaction.

On the other hand, some |
waority of the Pentagon's high! command—and
ul' both political parties have grave misgivings.
tant, on the eve of decision, to unders :
hath sides of the debate.

key wilitary  leaders—ourrently
some Congressme
And it is impo:
tand the central issues o

The mainspring of the push for a test ban agreement is a fea
drawn from the earth’s long history, that uncontrolled arms race
lead to war. The Canadian Ariy Journal recently asserted ths
there have been 1,600 arms races in the last 2,500 years and ths
all but 16 ended in destructive warfare. In this atomic age a simils
outcome would mean incalculable human ruin. -

Increasing Arms Cost a Drain on Ecoromy

The Administration and supporters such as Sens. Thomas .
Dodd (D-Conn.) and Hubert H. Humphrey (D-Minn.) argue that on
of the greatest potentials in even a partial test ban is that it migh
dampen down the arms spiral. At least, they say, it should cux
development of the mammoth superbombs.

.. One motivation for this, officials say, is the fact that the cost o
building these' immense and complex weapons is increasing at a
+incredible rate, with a resultant heavy ‘drain on the economy. 1
addition, they, say, there is always the fear that full-scale testin
~will lead to some scientific brealﬁthl‘ough ‘which might make Russi
- or some other atomic power dangerously reckless,

From a strictly military viewpoint Kennedy and his top adviser
agree that Russia - may have a lead in some key areas, such as th
so-called antimissile missile and the superbombs. But, contrary t.
the opinion of some military meén, they feel the U.S. still has .
selid second-strike capacity and Tn over-all atomic lead. Under th
circumstances, they argue that there is even a potential militar:
advartage in freezing large megaton testing.

Ban Might Discourage Afomic Ambitions
The Administration #lso-arghes that the proposed partial tes
ban would tend to restrain most other countries—if not France anc

Red China—from, jumping into tge atomic arms race because ma)

nations are looking for a good reason to skip an exiremely expen.
sive effort. ‘

‘Still another argument is thit a test ban could open the deo
to further measures to reduce East-West tensions. If this all tuins
sour, they insist that the: West could again swing back to big
bomb testing. - o : i

On the other side of the coin,| the chief argument against a ban
is that it would cripple American atomic weapons development at 2
time when Russia may have a lead in some critical areas.

. The upshot- is that .a test-han decision represents a eritical
weighing of ndvantages against riske. The President has sided with
the wdvantages, and the preszent

ages, head-counting in the Senate indi-
cates that it will folfow suit. : ERIERI
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